Dear Jin, l/24/SO 

It maj" very well be that 2/8 be njt last appearance in co.urt in G.A. 75-1996. 

As of novr, absent what I believe is inpossibis, I intend it to be. 

Oirr conversation yesterdai’’ was isassHs persuasive in telling me that it must be. ,| 

I'd taken some encouragement the day before vjhen yousassured me that your approach 
would be different, only yesterday you demonstrated that it isn’t and won't be, | 

¥hile I did not know of tiie practise of other judges in accepting sampling, once 
I saw this;^ in what ^ole wrote Green I assumed at. 1 din not tniadc iie invented it. 

The only response you conceived, at least expressed, is scactly what has needless and 
i-iinously perpetuated this litigation. 

You want to dangle on the U lavryers* strfjn.gs. 

Not intellectually bjet psychologically uou are unable to take an initiative. As 
a resuly you spend all your time responding to what you could and should have dis- 
missed long ago. You never stop responding, no response means anything and the case | 

goes on. And on. And on. Wrth absolutely notniixg to show for it — literally. The 

onle TOCords we've gotten since what was promised tlie summer of 1976 are those I’ve | 

gotten, aside from a few mfeaaingless Fensterwald records that are inadequate and that | 

are now not worth fighting over. I merely skimmed them night before last. What little | 

reprocessing there has been I got. Sasie for vhe Long tickler, the Patterson records, $ 

etd. But in even those case you were incapable of any followup. You never pressed for 
the promised I’eprocessing when I got rksgsk tlirou^ on my complaint and tney promised 
it long enough to quiet us. s 

The only times I've insisted, and had to really ^^t on those occasions, it 
woriced out well, only you dropped it once that heeahjag was over. Exemple, how I nad 
to fight you to get you to sbay anything aoout Beckwith what I had that solid aase . 

for you. You undei‘stated it much to much, you acceptsc. the judge's copuut, of spcatcing 
severely to him, which meant nothing ezcept_^that you gave her a chi>nce to save her r.; 

face, and you lot tluit drop dead. So since uly 1978 you liave dcsie nctiiMg about the jj 

Judge's earlier directive that they prepare *a response to "“ila's memo. *ou let it | 

stand the %-jay it is. You s^c no use of my affidavit, which dasizys destroys them on ^ 

this and proves false sw earing. (But then you have made no use of the many fixfidavits 
that prove false swearing, with the judge doing nothing about them and tiuS trails— | 

cripts of the htatas calls not even holding pro forma reference to them. | 

The judge issued an Order in 6/76 that FBI names not be viithheld. So until I ^ 

finally raised so much hell about it they hs.d to change they got away with it merely 
because you did nothing. You were, instead of using this povjerful thing, waiting for 
their next wasting of your time. Host of this case has been devoted to your avjaiting 1: 

their always successful steps devoted to wasting both of us. 

ii’heniiyou did do wliat was ri^t and necessary, like early on tiling the ^ 

^motion, you abandoned it. Ifdien at the outset I proved that they had violated the ■ 

Stipulation, in which you let yourself be deceived, you abdndoned that, too, so that | 

since then they have been able to stall us over that and contrive a phoney, all— 
delaying issue over that. There are many such things, ^our EiODt answer was that you 
didn't have time. True. You have an almost psychological conisilsion to permittc^^ 
if not enticing situations iri which you stay ovei’ly busy wasting your time in futilities 
you make possible for them merely tecause you absolutely refuse to fight like a court- i: 

room lawyer fi^ts. As lAve told you often enough, they have you sized up correctly 
and as one lawyer passes the case to another pasd the word along. Each one plays the 
same games with you, differing only in their mariner. 

I was aghast tlrat the only response you could think of in i-eeponse to Cole’ s 
sampling diversion was to file a B1 order. As you Tri.ll see from vrhat 1 wrote you 
earLitsr, I m not opposed to turning this hack on 'aim. I suggested it. But tliat is 
not the C 3 TUX of the response that is required. You go his way once again, reacting only. 



and if ijr ’.-.criiia as wc-ll an you’d 5'iopo he ’..-ill still Jiave suooeoded . f or the ca:30 ‘Jill 
hot have been advanced a single bit. 

Cole felt you out in the dexx>sitions« ^ learned that it is not possible to 

throw too much shit in your face unless i gets into your isouth. I'ou took anything, 

■^''inally I had to start cutting him off and mafciag efforts to end his creating a false 

record. You took a ything and as a result you got evsa nors discrfyinized. ge got to 
you and you couldn’t even control your o^Wl papers. In response to their devices you 
pretended you were a coI.3.egs professorr. isot a lawyer. When titb got ^ilty 
to adinit there w>ere records we did not you actually agi^ed to aerate ^ole a letter 
jl^that ycu never fojjnd tirae for) instead of saying hell» no- we filed the request eisd 
you produce the records pronto of we go to the judge. On that she’d not have dared 
disagree tith you. don’t teve those r’seords that should ho-vt: been pi-oiiuced 

in 1975 and Cole has his out, you pronised to write liin a letter and didn’t, 
happened sc?ve:’sl tirjQs. 

■“V the tiise we had hiia over a barrel on the abstracts you found a way of lotting 
bin roll off and sasting our tiae - not arguing like a lawyer argues when he uade his 
sample offer, ^f he looses, as it is not now certain ho will because you let liiia get 
av'jay with eveiythlng to now on this, lie still wins becuse hs will have wasted sesvei-al 
more zaonths for us, gotten the judge even more befuddled, and wasted more of lay life. 

The obvious way to react was to behave like a alwyer, to arge. Tte arguiaent is impje. 

The records are or ai« not within the request. Sampling is irrelevant. But you BEBEH. 
argue anytldng at all. You . save yotirseif for being wasted, and going along with 
anything, no mttcr how ridiculous. I suppose becaue you are afraid or mans'- things 
none of which can possible be as bad, if real, as the consequences of this perraeating, 
dOBinating fear. Now you are afraid that the judge will go for the sazspling diversd.on. 

But you never talked about how to stop it or even try to other than the side issue 
of the b1 claims. 

You don t like to fijilt but lawyers do notling else. I don*t liku to fight cither. 
Ky pacifiem cost luc ay college; degree, bu’c X did not cladia j;wcii'isKi, a clear 

record of it, in v/orld War II. I’d rather do almost anything else but when I have to 
fight as you ioiov; I do. and even when by doing this I worked out good things with 
Shea you have yet to make any ase of argr of it. Even when put it together for you 
in affida-vits once you file them, you forget them beoauss that raeans fightirig back 
and you have compulsions agiinst that. And example is the reprocessing, which they all 
fesTt noarly as cmch as you# ^ou*vic iriada no use of it* ¥o have these depositionsf 

which are not as good as they could be but are of great usefulness. Only -w’hen you hstve 
a chance to use thorn you don’t. We took depositions and the pm^se of them, as of 
fill ay affidavits, is to forget them so you can get bogged down in what the ejartirent 
lawyers want you to get bogged down in. The costs of thes affidavits is gi-eat aik. 
burdensotie and possiblx/ dangerous for us, so you fail to use -sfhat good they can be. 

The onl’;- £p: aren-fc reasonnis that it would I’eqyire y-,;U to be a courtroom lawyer and that 
is worse than the plague for you. 

When you -were in Singapore in 197S snd far away from the courtroom you saw and 
uTiderstood clearlp' hen^ to fight this <jase, uskei me to prspss.’e, and I spec-t an ononaoui-^ 
ai-ount of wasted time making that preparation, only -to find that when you got near 
the oourtcooa agair*. ji'cu jigain got afraid of being ei lawyer. And that is the only reason 
we are still in court in this case. 

There is notiiing you don’t fear. Vihen iynne pulled that dirty trick on you on 
the consultancy you -went along even thou^ X hs.ve already said Z 2 or^ and voiced more 
objection than you liad wamed me about. *-ou didn’t ask to 'Jie able to di.scuss this 
with me, you didn't follow ny leads and above all you didn t do wliat a lawyer should 
have done, say that vje had provided some of this and let them begin with that-Hla's 
memo wiich, as you tjil-tiisstely saw, they could not re.spond to. 





k Lkt^SR, if cor.etl\b-j.g liix- this is going to i'lapp-en, has the terms fixed in 
advance, you dl-dii’ t.and as a re.su]..y I’a out all of that ti.ie, '■ddc}i enougJi 
tim for the wiitinf; of a hook, as the tiii« I wasted over your Singapore; request liras 
enough tine for' t e I’Olting of another bocdc. 

^ Am you never leacsi fsxjni any of these things. Tliey each lead to a r-epetition. 

This is iiot bscausa you don't Icnow better or can't do better, ^ou can 'oe brilliant 
and effective when you let yourslf be. 

I've just finished readiig the hitcliell deposition transcript. I'il be sending 
you a f<iw no'c&s Bci'.aoae uiuen in it is quite useful. i>ut the dgreo to wliLcn you back 
off in it is astounding, I'ou would not join issue, an example is Mtohell' s claim that 
what * ui’irjidei v.'.a!j not acourate, I doalt know laiat he was ualkiiif; about. But I do 
3cv3call pasaing you a note asking hita to specify and whether he liad asked me to 
clarify* nexulier or wiiieli hsi ever did with ne. Sc you let them build a jahonay record 
they will be able to use on the consultancy. There are other such instances, 

lour deterixdne.ticai not to change is reflected in the depositions, x don’t know 
why you can’t arrange your mpers so tliat you have control over theai nd tho co.nies 
but the solu'feicai was siiaple let liae have the copies so you'd not have be shuffling 
so laany stacks eridissaly. Vfe offered that but you have the coepuision to bo disoi’ganiasd 
and to shuffle papers. Ofteii e-ioug)'! not finding ^he, and giving i^oie the kind of 
aeifice he wu'?. Icokin*: for and used cffootivcl;,'. •sis used ths-se things to keep you off 
balance and the ti-aasciipt reflect tiie high of ids success. I'oo tiahy times 

you EKa S 3w never returnedtc wiist you ■sfers into. 

none of thi.s is going to change until you ■want it to change enbivdi- for 5.t to 
change. 1 an! not going to fight with you. You will wfuit it to change and will change 
it or you will not. 


Each trip to Washington wastes a day for me and costs me over S50, Paying Eao 
has had Jdl aric nti wcrj.dcd for a long and it rt'oiu’ico huvm So;;--'- good corios cf 
paying hor. good cones of ry trips to VJasldrigton in 1996, 


IfJhe-fchsr I aia ever in the coiartrooia iii that case agai depends on what iiapuens and 
^peaOpt hap}«n on the 8th. I'm not gcrium; to tell you again -what I want or don^t want, 
ou will bootstrap yo'oraeif or you vdli ru>t. Tlds entire tldrigs is psycholo^cal and 
only you can do sosetliing about that. Until yiou ■nant to you can't and won't. And unl-sss 
you do it is a ceitain looser for tie and a ■waste of what I don't have, tiiue and money. 


If a.-, the other ceses proceed thej' jprcceed as 1996 I«u:- I will absent isysclf from 
them, ^our abdications in 7G— 0322 have us in a similar situation. You have not done 
the things I aolced you to do in it duiirq- the long period we have not been in couu--fc 
and you hove made no u e of tho record I have i^ado in it outside of court. Sven 
the effcti'VQ too- xtju. had in -Ihis Cuid i sps’-llod out to ■‘‘etcalfe at our fionference 
before the status call you liave not used. Idicevjaiss when you spelled it out effectively 
in the Civil Division coJii'eience in 1996 and tte iii camera meeting you pi-omptly forget 
it and didii t impjiiceait it. To a iimited degree I have* after 'waiting ti^o years. 


Tliere is no doubt tluit you have great time pressures because you along with 
all tho official gafiicrs for wacting you. The aes^ilt is tint whs;, tboi’c is sonnt/lrig 
important you can't get to it. ?or_ example, what did you do about the I-femphis index? 
Or when you did nettling vdth vrhat f ©5ve y^ou, what use ha’/e j-ou made of t!io tioana by 
■sdiich I worked it into the record, without any dispute, as none of my evidence has 
been disputed? So v;e have ail t5x>se files not sof’.i’chsd in 0322 ; 3 nd in ^iy aiqwsals 
and you haven't even spoken to ^'-^tcalfe, even tiiough on a number of cassions and over 
a numbei' of differ nt issuss I asixid you to lUike hka wittiiig. 


If you can bootstrap yourself ir.to a different attj.tude I'm confident nspy of 
your otlxir problems vd.ll be relieved. hope you can bring yourself -fco want to 
because I'm sure if you do you will be able to do it. Siaroerely, 



